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5188161 A125471 First Appellate District, Div. 5 TOMLINSON (FRED) v.
COUNTY OF ALAMEDA
(WONG)

Opinion filed: Judgment reversed

The judgment of the Court of Appeal is reversed, and the matter is remanded to that court so it can

address petitioners’ remaining contentions that, although raised by petitioners, were not resolved

by that court because of its conclusion that section 21177’s exhaustion-of-administrative remedies

requirement was inapplicable.

Majority Opinion by Kennard, J.

-- joined by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

S201502 C062495 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. ROMERO

(FAUSTINO NIETO)
The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to
July 26, 2012.

S201917 A130753 First Appellate District, Div. 5 BESARO MOBILE HOME
PARK LLC V. CITY OF
FREMONT

The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to

July 20, 2012.

S202008 D061190 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 GRAY (CARL) ON H.C.
The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to
July 24, 2012.
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S202019 D058955 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 CRUMLISH (DEBORAH) v.
BOARD OF
ADMINISTRATION OF THE
SAN DIEGO CITY
EMPLOYEES’ RETIREMENT
SYSTEM

The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to

July 25, 2012.

S062417 PEOPLE v. SILVERIA
(DANIEL TODD) & TRAVIS
(JOHN RAYMOND)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Mark E. Cutler’s representation that he anticipates

filing appellant John Raymond Travis’s reply brief by mid-December 2012, counsel’s request for

an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to August 14, 2012. After that date, only

two further extensions totaling about 120 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S093944 PEOPLE v. BERTSCH (JOHN
ANTHONY) & HRONIS
(JEFFERY LEE)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant Jeffery Lee Hronis and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the

time to serve and file appellant’s opening brief is extended to August 14, 2012.

S097886 PEOPLE v. ZARAGOZA
(LOUIS RANGEL)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Michael R. Snedeker’s representation that he

anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by September 30, 2012, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to August 14, 2012. After that date, only

one further extension totaling about 45 additional days is contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)
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S115872 PEOPLE v. SANDOVAL, JR.,
(RAMON)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Victor S. Haltom’s representation that he

anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by August 17, 2012, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to August 17, 2012. After that date, no

further extension is contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S124131 PEOPLE v. BARRETT
(JOSEPH ANTHONY)

Extension of time granted

Appellant’s request for relief from default is granted.

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Lisa M. Romo’s representation that she

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by December 1, 2012, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 31, 2012. After that date, only two

further extensions totaling about 120 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S142959 PEOPLE v. YOUNG
(DONALD RAY) & YOUNG
(TIMOTHY JAMEYS)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant Donald Ray Young and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the

time to serve and file appellant’s opening brief is extended to August 14, 2012.

S152737 PEOPLE v. CORDOVA
(JOSEPH SEFERINO)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Glen Niemy’s representation that he anticipates

filing the appellant’s opening brief by early 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time in

which to file that brief is granted to August 17, 2012. After that date, only four further extensions

totaling about 240 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)
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S158842 BARNWELL (LAMAR) ON
H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Geraldine S. Russell’s representation that she

anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by

July 15, 2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted

to July 16, 2012. After that date, no further extension will be granted.

S174549 HAMILTON (BERNARD LEE)
ON HC

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Robin Urbanski’s representation

that she anticipates filing the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by

December 18, 2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is

granted to August 17, 2012. After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 120

additional days are contemplated.

S187622 O’MALLEY III (JAMES
FRANCIS) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted
Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Jeannie R. Sternberg’s representation that she
anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by
December 18, 2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is
granted to August 14, 2012. After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 120
additional days are contemplated.

S194705 HORNING (DANNY RAY) ON
H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Robert Gezi’s representation

that he anticipates filing the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by

August 17, 2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is

granted to August 17, 2012. After that date, no further extension is contemplated.

S104665 PEOPLE v. POORE
(CHRISTOPHER ERIC)

Order filed

Pursuant to the letter from attorney David S. Adams, filed June 7, 2012, the motion of David S.

Adams to withdraw and the application to file the declaration of David S. Adams and statements
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of Dr. Kristen Dillon and Paul Woolery under seal, filed April 2, 2012, are ordered withdrawn.

S202892 RUCKER (VICENT TYRONE)
v. S.C. (PEOPLE)

Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District

The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District.

S202917 COLEMAN (RAHSAAN) v.
S.C. (PEOPLE)

Transferred to Court of Appeal, First Appellate District

The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, First Appellate District, for

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767. In the event the Court of

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious

petition must be denied.






